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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-42 have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 10, 19, 27, and 35 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bauer et al (US 5884325) in view of Hertzog et al (US 20030069874). 

4. In regards to claims 1 , 1 0, 1 9, Bauer teaches of : a distributed store comprising 
a primary state of session data (fig 1, item 10/20a-23x), Examiner is interpreting 
"distributed store" as any computing element that has the capability to store data such 
as a client or server because this gives the broadest reasonable interpretation, wherein 
the primary state of the session data comprises a plurality of attributes (col 2, lines 15- 
17); a first one of the application servers comprising a client state of the session data 
(col 2, line 9), wherein the application server is configured to provide access to the client 
state of the session data to processes executing within the application server (col 1, 
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lines 60-62); wherein the system is configured to: compare the client state to a 
benchmark of the client state to determine a subset of the attributes that have been 
modified in the client state (col 2, lines 13-15); and synchronize the primary state with 
the client state according to the subset of the attributes (col 2, lines 63-64). Bauer does 
not explicity teach of a pluarity of application servers. In an analogous art, Hertzog 
teaches on this aspect (Fig 1 , item 16) wherein the server farm consist of a pluarity of 
application servers such as item 40, and item 42. Examiner is interpreting "application 
server" as any server that is a server program on a computer in a distributed network 
that handles the business logic between users and backend business applications or 
databases (definition obtained from Microsoft Computer Dictionary). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the arts at the time of invention to incorporate the 
above teachings because the inventions are analogous art. One of ordinary skill in the 
arts at the time of invention would have been motivated for the reasons discussed by 
Hertzog (Paragraph [0004]). 

5. In regards to claims 27 and 35 Bauer teaches of determining a subset of 
attributes in a client state of session data on a first application server that have been 
modified (col 2, lines 13-15), wherein the session data is accessible to one or more 
processes executing within the application server (col 1, lines 60-62); and synchronizing 
a primary state of session data on a distributed store with the client state according to 
the subset of the attributes (col 2, lines 63-64), wherein the primary state is accessible 
including the first application server (col 1 , lines 66-67). Bauer does not explicity teach 
of a pluarity of application servers. In an analogous art, Hertzog teaches on this aspect 
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(Fig 1, item 16) wherein the server farm consist of a pluarity of application servers such 
as item 40, and item 42. Examiner is interpreting "application server" as any server that 
is a server program on a computer in a distributed network that handles the business 
logic between users and backend business applications or databases (definition 
obtained from Microsoft Computer Dictionary). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the arts at the time of invention to incorporate the above teachings 
because the inventions are analogous art. One of ordinary skill in the arts at the time of 
invention would have been motivated for the reasons discussed by Hertzog (Paragraph 
[0004]). 

6. In regards to claims 2-9, 11-18, 20-26, 28-34, and 36-42, the rejection was set 
forth in the previous office action mailed on 4/05/05. 

Conclusion 

7. This action is non-final. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheryl M. Reid whose telephone number is 571 272 
3903. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri (7-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



cmr 




